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We generalize the Berry phase of pure quantum states to mixed states via two major frameworks
for representing mixed quantum states as pure states, known as purified states and thermal vacua.
While a purified state looks similar to a thermal vacuum, they differ by a partial transposition in the
ancilla space. By generalizing the adiabatic condition, we construct the thermal Berry phase and
show that its values differentiate a purified state from a thermal vacuum. However, the thermal Berry
phase may contain non-geometrical contributions. Alternatively, we generalize the parallel-transport
condition to include the system and ancilla and show the dynamical phase is excluded under parallel
transport. The geometrical phase accumulated in parallel transport is the generalized Berry phase,
which may or may not differentiate a purified state from a thermal vacuum depending on the
protocol. While purified states and thermal vacua have been simulated on quantum computers,
the generalizations of the Berry phase to mixed states may be realized and measured on similar
platforms to demonstrate geometrical effects on finite-temperature quantum systems.

I.

INTRODUCTION

Ever since its characterization, the Berry phase [1] has
played significant roles in many aspects of physics, ranging from atoms to molecules to condensed-matter systems [2–9]. The Berry phase has a profound geometrical origin, as pointed out in Ref. [2] that the adiabatic
change of a quantum state is mathematically equivalent
to parallel-transporting it along a loop, which connects
to the concept of holonomy in geometry [4, 10]. Hence,
the Berry phase bridges physics and geometry, making it
extremely important in the understanding of topological
phenomena, such as integer quantum Hall effect, topological insulators and superconductors, and others [7–9, 11–
19].
The description of the Berry phase relies on the properties of the ground state of a quantum systems, which
is a pure state at zero temperature. Meanwhile, mixed
quantum states, including thermal state at finite temperatures, are more common. Therefore, mixed-state generalizations of the Berry phase have been an important
task. Uhlmann made a breakthrough by constructing the
Uhlmann connection for exploring the topology of finitetemperature systems [20–23]. In the geometric interpretation of the Berry phase, the Berry holonomy arises from
parallel-transport of a state-vector along a closed path.
In Uhlmann’s generalization, the Uhlmann holonomy is
instead generated by parallel-transporting the amplitude
√
of a density matrix, defined by W = ρU . Here the amplitude W (or the associated purified state) is the mixedstate counterpart of the wavefunction, and U is a phase
factor from the decomposition of ρ. A geometrical phase
is deduced from the initial and final purified states. However, Uhlmann’s definition of parallel-transport is rather
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abstract and may involve nonunitary processes [24], complicating a direct and clear physical interpretation. Moreover, the fiber bundle built upon Uhlmann’s formalism
is trivial [25], which severely restricts its applications in
physical systems.
There have been alternative attempts to generalize
the Berry phase or related geometric concepts to mixed
states [26–33]. Among those approaches, a frequently
mentioned approach was proposed in Ref. [26]: Instead
of decomposing the density matrix to obtain a matrixvalued phase factor, a geometrical phase is directly assigned to a mixed state after parallel transport by an
analogue of the optical process of the Mach-Zehnder interferometer. Hence, the geometrical phase generated
this way is often referred to as the interferometric phase.
This approach can also be cast into a formalism by rewriting a mixed state as a purified state. However, it is essentially different from Uhlmann’s theory since the conceptual structure of holonomy is not incorporated, and the
process is always unitary. Moreover, the purified state
is a composite state consisting of a system and its ancilla for modeling the environment. The interferometric
phase is generated by a unitary evolution only in the system space. In contrast, the Uhlmann phase usually involves transformations in both the system and ancilla, as
demonstrated in the experimental simulations of a twolevel system [34]. Inspired by the comparisons, it is natural to seek generalizations of Ref. [26] with transformations involving the ancilla as well.
Purification of a mixed state provides a pure-statelike description by constructing a purified state, although
one-to-one correspondence is absent between the density matrix and its purified states. In thermal field
theory [35–38], there is a similar structure to describe
the thermal equilibrium state of a system by constructing the corresponding thermal vacuum (or thermofield
double state) realized by duplicating the system states
and forming a composite state. It plays a crucial role
in the formalism of traversable wormholes induced by
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the holographic correspondence between a quantum field
theory and a gravitational theory of one higher dimensions [39, 40]. A major difference between a thermal vacuum and a purified state is a transposition of the ancilla for the purified state to ensure the Hilbert-Schmidt
product is well defined. In quantum information theory,
the transpose of the ancilla is referred to as a partial
transposition, which is closely related to entanglement of
mixed states [41]. Importantly, partial transpositions of
composite systems have been approximately realized in
experiments by utilizing structural physical approximations in suitable quantum computing platforms [42–44].
We will present a mixed-state generalization of the
parallel-transport condition for constructing a generalized Berry phase without invoking holonomy. This approach unifies the necessary condition for both the interferometric phase and Uhlmann phase (in a weak version).
Two ways to implement the parallel-transport condition
based on how the system of interest undergoes adiabatic
evolution will be introduced, and they lead to different
generalizations of the Berry phase. Moreover, the partial transposition of the ancilla of a purified state will be
shown to produces observable geometrical effects which
can differentiate a purified state from a thermal vacuum.
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Sec. II
summarizes the Berry phase in a geometrical framework
with an introduction of the parallel-transport condition
for pure quantum states. In Sec. III, we review the representations of mixed states via purified states and thermal vacua and then explain the difference of the partial
transposition of the ancilla. In Sec. IV, we introduce
the thermal Berry phase via generalized adiabatic processes. While the thermal Berry phase can differentiate
a purified state from a thermal vacuum, it may contain
non-geometrical contributions. In Sec. V, we generalize the parallel-transport condition to involve the system
and ancilla and derive the general Berry phase according
to the generalized condition. While the generalized Berry
phase only carries geometrical information, its ability of
differentiating a purified state from a thermal vacuum
depends on the setup and protocol. We present examples of the thermal and generalized Berry phases. Sec.
VI concludes our study. Some details and derivations are
given in the Appendix.

II.

BERRY PHASE AND PARALLEL
TRANSPORT

We first give a brief review of the Berry phase of pure
states by quoting some results [1] but from the viewpoint
of parallel transport [20, 45], which will be a starting
point for generalizations to mixed quantum states. For
simplicity, we only focus on systems with no degenerate
energy levels. Consider a quantum system described by
the Hamiltonian Ĥ(R), where R = (R1 , R2 , · · · , Rk ) is
a collection of parameters. If the system undergoes an
adiabatic cyclic process denoted by a closed curve R(t)

in the parameter space, then the nth energy level obtains
the geometrical phase known as the Berry phase:
Z τ
d
θn = i
dthn (R(t)) | |n (R(t))i.
(1)
dt
0
Here t is a parameter not necessarily being the time, and
τ is the “duration” of this process. This formalism can be
reformulated by the language of fiber bundles [2, 24, 46],
which lays the foundation for the generalization to the
Uhlmann phase of mixed states [20–22]. Here we adopt a
simpler geometric illustration based on parallel transport
of quantum states.
To measure the similarity between two pure quantum
states, the quantum fidelity [47] is introduced to quantify the overlap between the states of interest. Moreover, Uhlmann defined the parallelity between quantum
states [20]: Two pure states |ψ1 i and |ψ2 i are said to be
parallel to each other (or in phase) if
hψ1 |ψ2 i = hψ2 |ψ1 i > 0,

(2)

i.e., the quantum fidelity between them is a positive number and arghψ1 |ψ2 i = 0. This may be thought of as an
antonym of the orthogonal condition between two states,
hψ1 |ψ2 i = 0, which means |ψ1,2 i have minimal similarity
since they share no common components.
However, parallelity does not define an equivalence relation between quantum states since it possesses only reflexivity and symmetry but lacks transitivity. It can be
shown that |ψ1 i // |ψ2 i and |ψ2 i // |ψ3 i do not necessarily imply |ψ1 i // |ψ3 i. Now consider a physical process in which the state evolves as |ψ(t)i. During parallel
transport, the parallel condition is preserved as much as
possible. For an infinitesimal change of the parameter t,
we have
hψ(t)|ψ(t + dt)i = hψ(t + dt)|ψ(t)i > 0.

(3)

However, since this condition is not transitive, the final
state |ψ(τ )i may not be parallel to the initial state |ψ(0)i
even if the process is cyclic. Thus, the quantum fidelity
between them may be a complex number whose argument gives the geometric phase generated in this process. Note hψ(t)|ψ(t + dt)i ≈ 1 since dt is small. Taking
the Taylor expansion of |ψ(t + dt)i, the left hand side of
d
Eq. (3) becomes hψ(t)|ψ(t + dt)i ≈ 1 + hψ(t)| dt
|ψ(t)idt.
d
Here hψ(t)| dt |ψ(t)i is a purely imaginary number, but
hψ(t)|ψ(t + dt)i is real according to the parallel condition. Hence, to ensure the parallel-transport condition,
we must have
hψ(t)|

d
|ψ(t)i = 0.
dt

(4)

Note the left-hand-side is purely imaginary, so it is equivd
|ψ(t)i = 0. This is the parallelalent to Imhψ(t)| dt
transport condition for pure states. Physically, it means
the instantaneous change of a state must be perpendicular to itself at any time to preserve the instantaneous
parallel condition.
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It can be shown that although the pure dynamical evolution solely governed by the Hamiltonian qualifies as an
adiabatic process, it does not fulfill the parallel-transport
condition. For simplicity, suppose |ψ(0)i = |ni, i.e., the
nth energy level. The parameter t is then identified as
the time, and the dynamic time evolution leads to
Rt
′
′
i
(5)
|ψ(t)i = e− ~ 0 En (t )dt |ni,
which is adiabatic if no level crossing occurs. The phase
accumulated is known as the dynamical phase. Then,
hψ(t)|

d
i
|ψ(t)i = − En ,
dt
~

(6)

which is nonzero in general. Interestingly, |ψ(t)i is physically equivalent to but not parallel to the initial state.
To follow parallel transport, this process must carry
some extra geometric information, such as the topological properties of R(t) [10] if the process is induced by
R(t). Nevertheless, to ensure the validity of the paralleltransport condition, one should remove the dynamical
phase from Eq. (5) since it contributes to Eq. (6).
Here is a geometric description of the Berry phase:
Consider a quantum system initially in the state |ψ(0)i ≡
|n(0)i. During a process where the state is paralleltransported along a curve C(t) := R(t) in the parameter space, the parallel transport preserves the similarity
between the initial and successive states as much as possible, but the parallelity may still be lost. We assume
|ψ(t)i = eiθn |n(R(t))i, where θn is the phase accumulated in the process. For a cyclic process, C is closed,
and the system returns to a state that is equivalent to
the initial state. However, they are not necessarily parallel. The similarity is measured by the fidelity between
the initial and final states, hψ(0)|ψ(τ )i, and the Berry
phase is the argument of the fidelity:
θn = arghψ(0)|ψ(τ )i.

(7)

Substituting |ψ(t)i into the parallel-transport condition
(4), we get
dθn
d
i
+ hn(R(t))| |n(R(t))i = 0.
dt
dt

(8)

Solving this equation, the Berry phase is exactly the same
as Eq. (1). Moreover, the dynamical phase has been
excluded by the parallel-transport condition. Therefore,
θn is a measure of the loss of parallelity during parallel
transport, so it is endowed with a geometrical meaning.
III. FRAMEWORKS FOR EXPRESSING
MIXED STATES BY PURE STATES

Generalizations of the parallelity, parallel transport,
and geometrical phase to mixed quantum states are possible by introducing an ancilla to cast a mixed state
into a pure state of the augmented system. In quantum

statistics, a mixed state is usually represented by a density matrix, which is a Hermitian operator and does not
carry any phase information on its own. In the literature,
two frameworks have been extensively studied. Here we
briefly review them and see how various geometric phases
may emerge.
A.

Purification of Density Matrices

The concept of purification has been applied broadly
in quantum information [41, 47, 48]. To investigate geometrical phase associated with purification, we follow
Uhlmann’s approach [20] that a full-rank density matrix
ρ can be uniquely decomposed as
ρ = W W †,

(9)

where W is called the amplitude or purification of the
mixed state. Conversely, a full-rank matrix W also has
√
a unique polar decomposition W = ρU , where the unitary matrix U may be recognized as the “phase factor”
of ρ. While the phase factor of a pure state is in general
not unique, the phase factor from purification is also not
uniquely given. If the dimension of ρ is N , there is a
U(N ) degrees of freedom in the choice of the amplitude
because both W and W V are amplitudes of the same
density matrix ρ with an arbitrary unitary operator V ∈
U(N ). Effectively, the amplitudes play the role of wavefunctions (state vectors), and they form a Hilbert space
HW in which a scalar product, called the Hilbert-Schmidt
product, is defined as
(W1 , W2 ) := Tr(W1† W2 ).

(10)

Assuming the space spanned by the
Peigenvectors |ni
of ρ is H, ρ can be expressed as ρ√= n λn |nihn|. The
P
amplitude has the form W = n λn |nihn|U . Each W
corresponds to a wavefunction of the form
Xp
W ↔ |W i =
λn |ni ⊗ U T |ni,
(11)
n

where |W i is called the purified state of ρ. Here U T is the
transpose of U and only acts on the second Hilbert space
usually called the ancilla. In this way, the density matrix is effectively represented by an entangled pure state
consisting of the original system and the ancilla. This
form allows simulations of a mixed state on a (quantum)
computer via its purified states [34].
Although W ↔ |W i is an isomorphism between HW
and H ⊗ H, the inner product in H ⊗ H in its naive
form does not reproduce the Hilbert-Schmidt product in
HW . This actually raises a subtle requirement to the inner product involving |W i. To make the point explicit,
√
we suppose W1,2 both purify ρ, so W1,2 = ρU1,2 or
P √
T
|W1,2 i =
n λn |ni ⊗ U1,2 |ni. The Hilbert-Schmidt
product is
√ √
Tr(W1† W2 ) = Tr(U1† ρ ρU2 ) = Tr(ρU2 U1† ).
(12)
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If hW1,2 | is expressed
conjugate of
P √ as the Hermitian
∗
, then
|W1,2 i, hW1,2 | = n λn hn| ⊗ hn|U1,2
Xp
hW1 |W2 i =
λn λm hn|mihn|U1∗ U2T |mi
n,m

= Tr(ρU1∗ U2T ),

(13)

which differs from Eq. (12). To satisfy
hW1 |W2 i = Tr(W1† W2 ),

(14)

we will forgo the transpose in the second Hilbert space
when calculating inner products. Thus,
Xp
hW1 |W2 i =
λn λm hn|mihm|U2 U1† |ni
n,m

= Tr(ρU2 U1† ).

(15)

We emphasize that this seemingly minor detail in fact
plays an important role when measuring the Uhlmann
phase in a quantum simulator by fulfilling a weakened
parallel-transport condition [49]. In quantum information theory, the structure is also referred to as the partial
transposition of the ancilla and is closely related to the
separability of density matrices [41].
B.

Thermal Vacuum

The framework of purification can be applied to generic
mixed states. In quantum field theory or condensed
matter physics, one often deals with finite-temperature
phenomena of many-body systems in equilibrium, which
are also described by mixed states with thermal distributions. Many finite-temperature field theories have
been developed, including the Matsubara formalism for
equilibrium or near-equilibrium systems [50, 51] and the
Keldysh formalism [52, 53] for non-equilibrium systems.
Meanwhile, thermal field theory [35–37] is built through
thermal vacuum that also has the form of pure states.
As we will show, a thermal vacuum bears many properties of a temperature-dependent purified state of the
density matrix. Interestingly, thermal vacuum may also
be simulated on quantum computers [54].
For a mixed state in thermal equilibrium described by
the canonical ensemble, the density matrix is given by
ρ = Z1 e−β Ĥ , where Z = Tre−β Ĥ is the partition function
at inverse temperature β = kB1T . For an observable O,
its expectation value is given by

This can be achieved by doubling the degrees of freedom
of the system via
1 X − βĤ
|0β i = √
e 2 |ni ⊗ |ñi,
Z n

(18)

where |ñi is a duplication of |ni and is characterized as
the eigenvector of the “tilde” system with the “tilde”
Hamiltonian H̃ [37]. Note the operator O only acts on
the first Hilbert space spanned by |ni in Eq. (17). When
compared to Eq. (11), it can be found that |0β i has a
similar structure as the purified state |W i since the tilde
space is like an ancilla. In fact, |W i also satisfies the
definition (16):
Xp
λn λm hm|U U † |nihn|O|mi = Tr(Oρ).
hW |O|W i =
n,m

(19)

Thus, if ρ = W W † describes a mixed state in thermal
equilibrium, |W i qualifies as a type of thermal vacuum.
Interestingly, Eq. (19) is satisfied regardless of the transposition in the ancilla space, indicating that expectation
values are not good indicators of the difference between a
purified state and thermal vacuum. However, a thermal
vacuum in general may not be a purified state since the
inner product of |0β i may not satisfy the Hilbert-Schmidt
product. They are thus two ways to construct pure-state
representations of mixed states.
For a system in thermal equilibrium, [ρ, Ĥ] = 0, so ρ
and Ĥ share the same eigenvectors. Let Ĥ|ni = En |ni,
βEn
then λn = √1Z e− 2 . Therefore, a typical thermal vacuum is expressed as
1 X − βEn
|0β i = √
e 2 |ni ⊗ Ũ T |ñi (with n = ñ), (20)
Z n

The central idea of thermal field theory is to replace the
statistical average (16) by the expectation value of O in
a formally temperature-dependent pure state, called a
thermal vacuum |0β i [37, 55]. Explicitly,

where the unitary matrix Ũ T with an extra transpose is
included to formally match the general expression (11) of
|W i for convenience, and the tilde symbol is used for any
object related to the ancilla of a thermal vacuum hereafter. From here on, we refer to |W i as a purified state
and |0β i as a thermal vacuum. The difference between
them is whether a partial transposition is applied to the
ancilla. As a consequence, the inner product in the ancilla space of a purified state is evaluated by following Eq.
(15) while that of a thermal vacuum is evaluated in a way
similar Eq. (13) due to the lack of the Hilbert-Schmidt
product. We remark that the positivity associated with
the partial transposition is closely related to the entanglement and separability of mixed quantum states [56].
However, here we are interested in whether any geometrical effect can be inferred from it.
Alternatively, a thermal vacuum can be obtained by
a temperature-dependent unitary transformation on the
two-mode ground state of Ĥ ⊗ H̃:

hOi = h0β |O|0β i.

|0β i = Uβ (|0i ⊗ |0̃i) ≡ Uβ |0, 0̃i.

hOi = Tr(Oρ) =

1
Tr(e−β Ĥ O).
Z

(16)

(17)

(21)
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Thus, |0β i is formally the ground state of the “thermal
Hamiltonian” Ĥβ = Uβ ĤUβ−1 , i.e., Ĥβ |0β i = E0 |0β i.
This is why |0β i is called a thermal vacuum: It is the
vacuum state of Ĥβ and is also temperature-dependent.
Clearly, Ĥβ describes a large system when compared to
Ĥ since its ground state already contains all information
of the system governed by Ĥ. However, higher energy
levels of Ĥβ , i.e., |nβ i = Uβ |n, ñi, are usually irrelevant
to our discussions.

IV.
A.

THERMAL BERRY PHASE

B.

Generalization of the parallel-transport
condition and Berry phase

Equipped with the two pure-state representations of
mixed states, we are now ready to generalize the concepts
of parallel transport and geometrical phase to mixed
states. There are several ways to accomplish this, based
on the choices of quantum systems on which the paralleltransport condition is imposed. We will demonstrate two
generalizations of the Berry phase and compare the results from a purified state and a thermal vacuum.
The first generalization is derived from thermal field
theory, but it can be applied to purified states as well.
Note |0β i is the ground state of the thermal Hamiltonian
Ĥβ . Hence, an extension of the Berry phase starts with a
thermal system governed by Ĥβ undergoing a cyclic adiabatic process along a closed curve C(t) = R(t) in the
parameter space. Let the instantaneous thermal groundstate at t be |Ψ(t)i = eiθT B (t) |0β (R(t))i. We assume
that the system is always in thermal equilibrium, so the
density matrix and the Hamiltonian have common eigenvectors. Similar to the geometric formalism of the Berry
phase, the parallel-transport condition can be obtained
by replacing |ψ(t)i in Eq. (4) by the t-dependent thermal
vacuum:
hΨ(t)|

d
|Ψ(t)i = 0.
dt

In this generalization, it is the “thermal quantum system” governed by Ĥβ that experiences an adiabatic evolution. This may sound artificial since the dependence
of Ĥβ on temperature obscures the physical interpretation of this process. Therefore, the adiabatic evolution
and dynamical evolution (23) of such a thermal quantum
system may not occur in a natural way but may be simulated by engineered systems or on quantum computers.
Nevertheless, some interesting results will be predicted
under this generalization of the Berry phase.

(22)

Just like the pure-state situation, this
R t condition elimi1
dt′ E0 (R(t))
−~
0
genernates the dynamical phase factor e
ated by the time evolution via
Rt
′
i
UD (t) = e− ~ 0 Ĥβ (R(t))dt .
(23)

Substituting |Ψ(t)i = eiθT B (t) |0β (R(t))i into Eq. (22)
and solving it like solving Eq. (8), we get
I
d
θT B (C) = i
dth0β (R(t)) | |0β (R(t))i.
(24)
dt
C
Since this generalization of the Berry phase is easier to
obtain from the thermal-vacuum formalism, we refer to
it as the thermal Berry phase hereafter.

Theoretical predictions

To derive the expression of the thermal Berry phase,
one must be careful about whether the representation of
the ancilla is for a thermal vacuum or purified state. Here
we present two separate discussions.
1.

Thermal vacuum

For a thermal vacuum, the state vector in the ancilla
follows Eq. (20). Note the whole composite thermal system governed by Ĥβ is supposed to undergo an artificial
adiabatic evolution along R(t) at temperature T (with
β = kB1T ). Accordingly, the most general form of a thermal vacuum is written as
1 X − βEn (t)
2
e
|n(t)i ⊗ Ũ T (t)|ñ(t)i, (25)
|0β (t)i ≡ p
Z(t) n

where Z(t) ≡ Z(R(t)), En (t) ≡ En (R(t)), |n(t)i ≡
|n, R(t)i, and Ũ (t) ≡ Ũ (R(t)). A straightforward calculation by using Eq. (24) shows
!
Z τ 
1 X −βEn (t) Ż(t)
dt −
θT B = i
+ β Ėn (t)
e
2Z(t) n
Z(t)
0
d
1 X −βEn (t) h
d
hn(t)| |n(t)i + hñ(t)| |ñ(t)i
+
e
Z(t) n
dt
dt
i
(26)
+ hñ(t)|Ũ ∗ (t)Ũ˙ T (t)|ñ(t)i .
P
Applying Ż(t)
=
− n β Ėn (t)e−βEn (t) and
P −βEn (t)
= Z(t), the first line of the right-hand-side
ne
of Eq. (26) vanishes. Moreover, since |ñ(t)i is a copy of
|n(t)i, we finally get
Z τ X −βEn (t) h
d
e
2hn(t)| |n(t)i
θT B = i
dt
Z(t)
dt
0
n
i
+ hn(t)|Ũ ∗ (t)Ũ˙ T (t)|n(t)i ,
(27)
or equivalently



Z τ
1 ∗ ˙T
d
+ Ũ (t)Ũ (t) , (28)
θT B = 2i
dtTrt ρ(t)
dt 2
0
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where Trt means the trace is over the instantaneous states
|n(t)i, n = 1, 2, · · · , N . Here the factor 2 comes from the
contributions of both the system and ancilla.
Let X be the tangent vector of the curve C(t), which
d
. For each energy level,
is locally expressed as X(t) = dt
we introduce the Berry connection
AnB = ihn(R)|d|n(R)i.
Thus,
Rτ P
2 0
n

the

first

e−βEn (t) n
Z(t) AB (X(t))dt,

2

term
of
θT B
or equivalently

I X −βEn (R)
e
C

n

Z(R)

AnB (R)

· dR,

(29)
is

C

AnB (R)·dR is actually

the original Berry phase that the nth level acquires during the evolution. Therefore, this term is the weighted
sum of the Berry phase of each level. Similar result can
be found in Ref. [57], which provides a direct comparison
to the interferometric phase.
The first term of θT B carries geometrical information
about the topology of C(t) in the parameter space, which
will be elaborated by an explicit example later. However,
the role of the second is not so clear. At first look, its
expression is not so “geometrical”. If we introduce the
connection 1-form
AU =

1 ∗ T
1
Ũ dŨ = Ũ ∗ d(Ũ ∗ )† ,
2
2

(31)

then 21 Ũ ∗ (t)Ũ˙ T (t) = AU (X(t)) can be understood as an
effective gauge potential, and the thermal Berry phase
can be formally expressed as
Z τ


θT B = 2i
dtTrt ρ(t)∇U
X
0


Z τ X −βEn (t)
d
e
hn(t)|
+ AU (X(t)) |n(t)i,
= 2i
dt
Z(t)
dt
0
n
(32)
where ∇U is the covariant derivative induced by the connection AU . Note AU is a pure gauge, thus the associated
curvature is zero and has no geometrical effect accordingly. Moreover, AU may not necessarily be a diagonal
matrix with respect to the basis {|n(t)i}. Thus, it may
cause transitions between different energy levels. This
is not surprising since what undergoes an adiabatic evolution is the quantum system governed by Ĥβ but not
Ĥ. Similarly, the parallel-transport condition (22) only
excludes the artificial time evolution (23), which is governed by Ĥβ . Time evolution generated by Ĥ or H̃ is
not forbidden.
For example, if the system is kept unchanged and
the ancilla undergoes time evolution generated by a

i

e− ~ E 0 t
0
0
− ~i E1 t

0
0
e

Ũ T (t) = 
− ~i E2 t
0
0
e

..
..
..
.
.
.



···
··· 

.
··· 

..
.

(33)

The thermal Berry phase in this case is actually the thermal dynamical phase generated by H̃:
θT B =

(30)

where AnB = ihn(R)|∇|n(R)i is Ithe Berry curvature asso-

ciated with the nth level. Note

time-independent Hamiltonian H̃, then the only timedependent part of the thermal vacuum (25) is

X e−βEn En
Ēτ
τ=
,
Z
~
~
n

(34)

where Ē is the average energy of the ancilla. Therefore,
the thermal Berry phase is more than just a geometrical phase, it carries more information than the original
Berry phase since a thermal vacuum has more degrees of
freedom than a pure state of the system. For this reason,
the thermal Berry phase may not be a simple geometrical
phase of mixed states due to the possible inclusion of the
dynamical phase. If we want the thermal Berry phase to
be geometrical according to the conventional sense, we
can set Ũ = 1 in Eq. (25) to obtain the conventional
result.

2.

Purified state

After considering the thermal Berry phase of a thermal
vacuum, we consider the analogous case of a purified state
|W i. Following a similar derivation, the counterpart of
Eq. (26) is
!
Z τ 
1 X −βEn (t) Ż(t)
θT B = i
dt −
+ β Ėn (t)
e
2Z(t) n
Z(t)
0
←
−
1 X −βEn (t) h
d
d
+
e
hn(t)| |n(t)i + hñ(t)| |ñ(t)i
Z(t) n
dt
dt
i
+ hñ(t)|Ũ˙ (t)Ũ † (t)|ñ(t)i .
(35)
←
−
d
Since |ñ(t)i is simply a copy of |n(t)i and hñ(t)| dt
|ñ(t)i ≡

d
d
˜
dt hñ(t)| |ñ(t)i = −hñ(t)| dt |ñ(t)i, then the two terms
on the second line cancel each other just as those on the
first line. We finally get the thermal Berry phase of a
purified state:
θT B = i

Z

=i

Z

τ

dt

0

0

X e−βEn (t)
n

τ

Z(t)

hñ(t)|Ũ˙ (t)Ũ † (t)|ñ(t)i,

h
i
dtTrt ρ(t)Ũ˙ (t)Ũ † (t) .

(36)

Obviously, there is no geometrical term like (30) in this
situation. Thus, the thermal Berry phase of purified
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states carries no geometrical information, which is essentially different from that of a thermal vacuum. Therefore, the partial transposition of the ancilla does produce
a nontrivial geometrical effect that can be verified by the
thermal Berry phase, in addition to its role in characterizing the separability of mixed states [41, 56].
C.

Example

To illustrate the geometrical role of θT B in differentiating a purified state from a thermal vacuum, we consider a generic two-level system described by the Hamiltonian Ĥ = Rn · σ, where σ = (σ1 , σ2 , σ3 )T are the
Pauli matrices. The unit vector n is parameterized as
n = (sin θ cos φ, sin θ sin φ, cos θ)T . Hence, the parameter
space is the two sphere S 2 . The corresponding energy
levels and eigenstates are




cos θ2
sin θ2
E± = ±R, |R+ i =
,
|R
i
=
.
−
sin 2θ eiφ
− cos 2θ eiφ
(37)
Consider a mixed state in thermal equilibrium with temperature T . The density matrix ρ shares the eigenvec∓βR
tors with Ĥ, and its eigenvalues are given by λ± = e Z ,
where the partition function Z = e−βR + eβR . Let the
system evolve along a closed curve C(t) := (θ(t), φ(t)) on
S 2 . The Berry connection for each level is
1
A±
B = ihR± |d|R± i = − (1 ∓ cos θ) dφ.
2

(38)

in the last step. Therefore, the thermal Berry phase in
this case only comes from the contribution of the first
term of Eq. (27) and indeed carries geometrical information as the system follows a loop C in the Bloch ball.
If Ω(C) = 2π, i.e. C is a great circle on S 2 such as the
meridian or equator, we have θT B = ±2π = 0 (mod 2π)
at any temperature, which is a trivial phase. To visualize the result, we plot θT B vs. temperature for different
values of Ω(C) in Fig. 1. At zero temperature, all results
reduce to twice the ordinary Berry phase of the doublemode ground state |R− i ⊗ |R̃− i. The factor of 2 comes
from the equal contributions of both the system and ancilla. As the infinite-temperature limit is approached,
θT B → 2π(= 0 mod 2π) for any loop C. In this case, the
density matrix corresponds to the center of the Bloch
ball. Thus, any loop C shrinks to a single point, which
has a trivial topology. Hence, the thermal Berry phase is
trivial in the infinite-temperature limit. More technical
details of this example, including classifying the equivalence class of mixed state based on the Berry phase, can
be found in Appendix B.
In contrast, if a purified state of the system plus ancilla
is constructed for the same case, the thermal Berry phase
can be shown to be identically zero (mod 2π), as it lacks
geometrical information in this case. We remark that the
thermal Berry phase counts the contributions from both
the system and ancilla. In the case of a purified state, the
total contribution vanishes at any temperature. Therefore, this example clearly shows that the thermal Berry
phase can be used to distinguish the two different representations of mixed states (except the case with infinite
temperature and the case with a great circle in the parameter space). We emphasize the result is quite general:
As long as a Hamiltonian leads to a nontrivial thermal
Berry phase for a thermal vacuum, the system can distinguish the result from a purified state since the thermal
Berry phase is always zero for a purified state.

V.

A.
Figure 1. Thermal Berry phase of the two-level system in a
thermal vacuum described by Eq. (39) as a function of temperature for different values of the solid angle in the parameter
space. From top to bottom: Ω(C) = 2π, π, π/2, π/4.

If a thermal vacuum of the system plus ancilla is constructed, the thermal Berry phase in this process is
I

−
λ+ A+
θT B = 2
B + λ− AB
C

= (2λ− − 1)Ω(C) − 4λ− π,
(39)
I
(1 − cos θ) dφ is the solid angle enwhere Ω(C) =
C

closed by the loop C, and λ+ + λ− = 1 has been applied

GENERALIZED GEOMETRICAL PHASE OF
MIXED STATES
Generalization of parallel-transport condition

The thermal Berry phase does predict interesting results for differentiating a thermal vacuum and purified
state. However, the physical role of the thermal Hamiltonian Ĥβ is worth more investigations. Moreover, the
thermal Berry phase may contain non-geometrical information. Here we presents another approach towards a
geometrical generalization of the Berry phase. Note the
system plus ancilla of a purified state is governed by
the Hamiltonian Ĥ ⊗ H̃. When compared to the thermal Berry phase, we may instead consider a composite state |W (t)i evolving adiabatically under the composite Hamiltonian Ĥ ⊗ H̃, which has a more physical
meaning comparing to the temperature-dependent Ĥβ .
Moreover, this adiabatic evolution can be incorporated in
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certain composite unitary transformations that the composite system undergoes, as long as the related paralleltransport condition is satisfied. By replacing |ψ(t)i in
Eq. (4) by |W (t)i, we obtain the parallel-transport condition in this case:
hW (t)|

d
|W (t)i = 0,
dt

(40)

where |W (t)i is the purified state of ρ(t). The dependence of ρ on t is via a t-dependent curve R(t):
ρ(t) ≡ ρ(R(t)). The density matrix here describes the
system while its purification includes the ancilla. Using
similar derivations, the corresponding parallel-transport
conditions can also be constructed for a thermal vacuum.
We present analyses of different types of unitary transformations in the following subsections.
1.

Unitary transformations involving the system and ancilla

We consider the most general situation, where both
the system and ancilla undergo unitary transformations:
|W (t)i = U1 (t) ⊗ Ũ2T (t)|W (0)i.

(41)

Here U1 (0) = 1 = Ũ2 (0). A previous study on a simulation of the Uhlmann phase [34] has implemented the latter type of transformations. Generically, U1 6= Ũ2 . The
purification and density matrix respectively transform as
W (t) = U1 (t)W (0)Ũ2 (t), ρ(t) = U1 (t)ρ(0)U1† (t). (42)
h
i
Using |Ẇ (t)i = U̇1 (t) ⊗ Ũ2T (t) + U1 (t) ⊗ Ũ˙ 2T (t) |W (0)i
and the previous results, the parallel-transport condition
becomes
d
0 = hW (t)| |W (t)i
h dt
i
h
i
= Tr1 ρ(0)U1† (t)U̇1 (t) + Tr2 ρ̃(0)Ũ˙ 2 (t)Ũ2† (t) (43)

for a purified state. Following a similar derivation, we
obtain the parallel-transport condition for a thermal vacuum:
d
0 = h0β (t)| |0β (t)i
dt
h
=

i

Tr1 ρ(0)U1† (t)U̇1 (t)

h
i
+ Tr2 ρ̃T (0)Ũ˙ 2 (t)Ũ2† (t) ,

(44)

where TrA = TrAT for an arbitrary matrix A has been
applied for the second term. Since the two terms in the
parallel-transport condition (43) or (44) are the integrands of the dynamical phase of the system and ancilla,
both parallel-transport conditions lead to a vanishing total dynamical phase after a cycle:
θD + θ̃D = 0.

(45)

Therefore, the dynamical phase is no longer a concern
after imposing the proper condition of parallel transport
for a purified state or thermal vacuum. In the following,
we will study the geometrical phase accumulated in those
parallel-transport processes.
2.

Unitary transformation of the system only

By setting Ũ2 = 1, the transformation is on the system
only. We will drop the subscript of U1 in this subsection.
The parallel-transport condition becomes


d
0 = hW (t)| |W (t)i = hW (0)| U † (t)U̇ (t) ⊗ 1|W (0)i
dt
h
i
(46)
= Tr1 ρ(0)U † (t)U̇ (t)

for purified states. Here we have applied Eq. (19) to the
second line, and the trace is taken over the first Hilbert
space only. Since no nontrivial transformation is imposed
on the ancilla, the parallel-transport condition for the
thermal vacuum is the same in this case.
Using ρ(0)U † (t) = U † (t)ρ(t), we further get
h
i
(47)
Tr1 ρ(t)U̇ (t)U † (t) = 0.

This is the parallel-transport condition (the weak version) introduced in Ref. [26]. Previous discussions indicate that the dynamical phase is excluded by the paralleltransport condition (see Eq. (5) and its implications). It
is also true here. If U (t) is the time evolution operator in
the first Hilbert space, then i~U̇ (t) = ĤU (t), which implies the vanishing of the dynamical phase of the system
according to Ref. [26]:
Z
1 τ
dtTr1 [ρ(t)Ĥ] = 0.
(48)
θD = −
~ 0
Hence, no dynamical phase is accumulated during parallel transport.
Since the unitary transformation preserves the norm
of |W (t)i, the condition (40) is also equivalent to
ImhW (t)|

d
|W (t)i = 0.
dt

(49)

The expression for a thermal vacuum has the same form.
We emphasize that either Eq. (40) or (49) is only necessary but not sufficient for determining parallel transport.
This is because U (t) cannot be uniquely determined by
the parallel-transport condition of mixed states, in contrast to the pure-state case. Therefore, Ref. [26] imposed
a more stringent condition by strengthening Eq. (47) as
hn(t)|ρ(t)U̇ (t)U † (t)|n(t)i = 0,

(50)

where |n(t)i is an eigenvector of ρ(t). This provides N
conditions. In general, U still cannot be fully determined
for mixed states since it has N ×N elements. However, for
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a cyclic transformation satisfying ρ(τ ) = ρ(0), a feasible
choice is that U (τ ), or even every U (t), is a diagonal
matrix. Then the strengthened condition (50) is sufficient
for the choice.
We emphasize that the necessary condition (49) for
parallel transport is quite loose, even a Uhlmann process with nonunitary transformations satisfies it (but not
Eq. (40)). Some details of the Uhlmann process can
be found in Appendix C. Hence, Eq. (49) can be used
as a weakened parallel-transport condition in experimental simulations of the Uhlmann phase [49]. Interestingly,
different approaches for the geometrical phase of mixed
states can be unified by a single condition (49).

directly. Thus, even after we strengthen the paralleltransport condition hñ(0)|ρ̃(0)Ũ˙ (t)Ũ † (t)|ñ(0)i = 0 like
Eq. (50), Ũ still cannot be fully determined. Therefore, many possibilities for this type of unitary transformations are allowed and will be illustrated by explicit
examples later.
For a thermal vacuum, the parallel-transport condition
implies
d
0 = h0β (t)| |0β (t)i
dt
X
=
λn (0)hñ(0)|Ũ ∗ (t)Ũ˙ T (t)|ñ(0)i
n

3.

= Tr2 [ρ̃T (0)Ũ˙ (t)Ũ † (t)],

Unitary transformation of the ancilla only

We also contemplate possibilities of unitary transformations involving only the ancilla (the second Hilbert
space). This can be done by setting U1 = 1 and drop the
subscript of Ũ2 . Then,
|W (t)i = 1 ⊗ Ũ T (t)|W (0)i
Xp
=
λn (0)|n(0)i ⊗ Ũ T (t)|ñ(0)i

(51)

n

subject to Ũ (0) = 1. It is equivalent to W (t) =
W (0)Ũ (t). Under this transformation, the density matrix of the system is unchanged: ρ(t) = W (t)W † (t) =
ρ(0), but a nonzero phase may be accumulated.
Applying the parallel-transport condition (40) to a purified state, we get
0 = hW (t)|

X
d
|W (t)i =
λn (0)hñ(0)|Ũ˙ (t)Ũ † (t)|ñ(0)i
dt
n
= Tr2 [ρ̃(0)Ũ˙ (t)Ũ † (t)],

(52)

where the trace is over
P the ancilla (the second Hilbert
space), and ρ̃(0) =
n λn (0)|ñ(0)ihñ(0)| is the initial
density matrix. Note ρ̃(t) = Ũ (t)ρ̃(0)Ũ † (t), i.e., the density matrix of the ancilla changes, unlike that of the system. If Ũ is a dynamical evolution in the ancilla space
such that i~Ũ˙ = H̃ Ũ , then the parallel-transport condition leads to a vanishing dynamical phase of the ancilla
accumulated during the process governed by the effective
Hamiltonian H̃Ũ :
Z
1 τ
θ̃D = −
dtTr2 [ρ̃(t)H̃Ũ ] = 0,
(53)
~ 0
where H̃Ũ = Ũ H̃ Ũ † .
Therefore, the extra nongeometrical information induced by Eq. (33) of the thermal Berry phase never appears here. This approach thus
leads to a more geometrical generalization of the Berry
phase. We remark that any unitary transformation Ũ of
the ancilla does not affect the cyclic evolution of the system because they do not contribute to the density matrix

(54)

Here |0β (t)i describes thermal vacuum with the inner
product of its ancilla evaluated according to Eq. (13).
Thus, if the ancilla undergoes a dynamical evolution governed by Ĥ T , i~Ũ˙ = H̃ T Ũ , then the parallel-transport
condition also leads to a vanishing dynamical phase of
the ancilla:
Z
1 τ
dtTr2 [ρ̃(t)H̃ T ] = 0.
(55)
θ̃D = −
~ 0
Therefore, neither a purified state nor a thermal vacuum
acquires a finite dynamical phase if the corresponding
parallel-transport condition is followed.

B.

Generalized Berry phase

A generalization of the Berry phase following the
parallel-transport conditions discussed previously can
now be defined as the phase accumulated when a purified state or thermal vacuum experiences cyclic paralleltransport satisfying Eq. (40). We refer to this phase as
the generalized Berry phase, given by
θG = arghW (0)|W (τ )i (purified state),
= argh0β (0)|0β (τ )i (thermal vacuum),

(56)

where t = 0 and t = τ respectively denote the initial and
final parameters. For the purified state,
 it can be further
expressed as θG = arg Tr W † (0)W (τ ) . For the thermal
vacuum, it does not have such a simplification since the
inner product in the ancilla space is evaluated according
to Eq. (13).
When both the system and ancilla undergo a composite
unitary transformation U1 ⊗ Ũ2T , we get
i
hp
p
ρ(0)U1 (τ ) ρ(0)Ũ2 (τ )
(57)
θG = arg Tr
for a purified state or
hp
i
p
T
T
θG = arg Tr
ρ̃(0) U1 (τ ) ρ̃(0) Ũ2 (τ )

(58)
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for a thermal vacuum. Here we have omitted the subscripts “1” and “2” because the trace can be evaluated
either in the system or ancilla space. Detailed derivations are given in Appendix A. Those expressions are direct generalizations of the interferometric phase to mixed
states.
The expressions simplify if the unitary transformation
only acts on the system or ancilla but not both. If only
the system undergoes a unitary transformation U , we
recover the interferometric phase [26]
θG = arg Tr1 [ρ(0)U (τ )]

(59)

for both purified state and thermal vacuum since the difference of the ancilla does not contribute. If only the
ancilla undergoes a unitary transformation Ũ , we obtain
a geometrical phase by manipulating the second Hilbert
space. The result is
h
i
(60)
θG = arg Tr2 ρ̃(0)Ũ (τ )
for the ancilla of a purified state and
h
i
θG = arg Tr2 ρ̃T (0)Ũ (τ )

(61)

for the ancilla of a thermal vacuum.

X

C.

Examples

After showing the general frameworks, we use explicit
examples to demonstrate the geometrical relevance of
the generalized Berry phase. We first consider the most
generic case that both the system and ancilla undergo a
cyclic adiabatic process along a closed curve C(t) := R(t)
in the parameter space. For simplicity, we also assume
[ρ(t), Ĥ(t)] = 0, so they share the same eigenvectors.
Thus, each energy level obtains its Berry phase at the
end of the process. The unitary transformations of the
system and ancilla when the parameter takes the value t
are respectively given by
U1 (t) =

X
n

e

−

Rt

0,C

′
d
dt′ hn(t′ )| dt
′ |n(t )i

|n(t)ihn(0)|,

X R t dt′ hñ(t′ )| d |ñ(t′ )i
dt′
Ũ2 (t) =
e 0,C
|ñ(0)ihñ(t)|,

(62)

n

where |n(t)i ≡ |n(R(t))i, |ñ(t)i ≡ |ñ(R(t))i and the
dynamical phase has been eliminated by the paralleltransport condition, as discussed previously. A straightforward calculation shows that the transformations satisfy



d
|n(t)i hn(t)| ,
dt
n
←
−
X R t dt′ (hñ(t′ )| d |ñ(t′ )i−hm̃(t′ )| d |m̃(t′ )i)
X
d
d
˙
†
dt′
dt′
0,C
e
hñ(t)| |m̃(t)i|ñ(0)ihm̃(0)|,
Ũ2 (t)Ũ2 (t) =
hñ(t)| |ñ(t)i|ñ(0)ihñ(0)| +
dt
dt
nm
n
U̇1 (t)U1† (t) =

−hn(t)|

d
|n(t)i|n(t)ihn(t)| +
dt



(63)

which further imply hn(t)|U̇1 (t)U1† (t)|n(t)i = 0 and either hñ(0)|Ũ˙ (t)Ũ † (t)|ñ(0)i = 0 for a purified state
2
2
˙
T
∗
hñ(0)|Ũ2 (t)Ũ2 (t)|ñ(0)i

or
= 0 for a thermal vacuum.
Therefore, the condition (47) of the system and either
(52) or (54) of the ancilla are respectively satisfied.
At the end of a cycle (t = τ ), each energy
level of the system acquires the corresponding Berry
phase shown in Eq. (1), and each energy level of
the ancilla acquires a geometrical phase θ̃ñ (C) =
−θn (C). In the space spanned by the eigenvectors of
ρ(0), the related unitary transformations are p
given by
U1 (τ )p= Ũ2† (τp
) = diag(eiθ1 , eiθ2 , · · · ). Using ρ(0) =
diag( λ1 (0), λ2 (0), · · · ), Eqs. (58) and (57) both predict
θG (C) = 0,

(64)

so the generalized Berry phase vanishes for both purified
state and thermal vacuum. Interestingly, this happens

since the geometrical contributions from the system and
ancilla cancel each other exactly.
If Ũ2 = 1, the geometrical phase reduces to
X

θG (C) = arg Tr1 [ρ(0)U1 (τ )] = arg
λn (0)eiθBn ,
n

(65)

which is the argument of the weighted summation of the
Berry phase factor of each level. This holds for both
purified state and thermal vacuum since Ũ2 = 1 here. If
ρ denotes a thermal equilibrium state at temperature T ,
then

X  e−βEn (0)
iθBn
θG (C) = arg
.
(66)
e
Z(0)
n
This also recovers the result of the interferometric
phase [26]. We remark that the generalized Berry phase
is the argument of the thermal average of the Berry phase
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factor if only the system experiences a unitary transformation. This is in direct contrast to Eq. (30), where a
weighted sum of the Berry phase is taken.
The first example does not tell the difference between
a purified state and thermal vacuum, so we present another example to show that the generalized Berry phase
can distinguish them by considering a two level system
initially described by Ĥ = Rσ2 at temperature T with
the two eigenvectors |R± i. Similarly, the ancilla space
is spanned by |R̃± i. Let the composite state experience a unitary transformation acting only on the ancilla:
1 ⊗ Ũ T (t). Here Ũ (t) is an off-diagonal phase-shifting
operator given by
Rt
′
′
′
d
Ũ (t) = e 0 dt hR̃+ (t )| dt′ |R̃+ (t )i |R̃− (0)ihR̃+ (t)|
Rt
′
′
′
d
(67)
+ e 0 dt hR̃− (t )| dt′ |R̃− (t )i |R̃+ (0)ihR̃− (t)|.

Here |R̃± (0)i = |R̃± i and |R̃± (t)i = V (t)|R̃± (0)i are
generated by a unitary transformation V (t). The unitarity of Ũ (t) can be verified via Ũ (t)Ũ † (t) = |R̃+ ihR̃+ | +
|R̃− ihR̃− | = 1 and Ũ † (t)Ũ (t) = |R̃+ (t)ihR̃+ (t)| +
|R̃− (t)ihR̃− (t)| = V (t)V † (t) = 1. Let
θ± (t) = i

Z

0

t

dt′ hR̃± (t′ )|

d
|R̃± (t′ )i.
dt′

(68)

for the ancilla of a purified state and
θG = arg(sin Ω tanh βR)
π
= [1 − sgn (sin Ω tanh βR)]
2

(73)

for the ancilla of a thermal vacuum. The two expressions are off by a difference of πsgn (sin Ω tanh βR) = ±π.
Thus, the generalized Berry phase can distinguish the purified state and thermal vacuum at finite temperatures
(0 < T < ∞) for this setup. Therefore, the ability of
the generalized Berry phase to differentiate a purified
state and thermal vacuum depends on the protocol involved. There is another subtlety here associated with
the infinite-temperature limit. In this case, tanh βR → 0,
and its sign is ill-defined, causing θG for both purified
states and thermal vacua to be ill-defined as well. However, this is not a general result at infinite temperature
because θG (C) can be defined at any temperature, including the infinite-temperature limit, in the previous
example.
Due to the diversity of possible unitary transformations in the ancilla space, it is difficult to derive a set of
criteria for classifying what kinds of transformations can
or cannot differentiate a purified state from a thermal
vacuum. Nevertheless, our examples show both possibilities for a two-level system plus its environment.

It can be shown that
Ũ˙ (t)Ũ † (t) = ei(θ− (t)−θ+ (t)) hR̃˙ + (t)|R̃− (t)i|R̃− (0)ihR̃+ (0)|
+ ei(θ+ (t)−θ− (t)) hR̃˙ (t)|R̃ (t)i|R̃ (0)ihR̃ (0)|,
(69)
−

+

+

−

which satisfies hR̃± (0)|Ũ˙ (t)Ũ † (t)|R̃± (0)i = 0. Therefore,
the parallel-transport condition holds for both the purified state and thermal vacuum. Moreover, since Ũ only
transforms the state vector of the ancilla, the density matrix of the system remains unchanged, as we have pointed
out in Sec. V A 3. Thus, it is a cyclic transformation of
the system as well. We further assume that V (t) is induced by a closed curve C(t) on the unit two-sphere S 2
as discussed in the example of Sec. IV C.
At the end of the transformation, it can be shown that


0
e−iΩ(C)
Ũ (τ ) = iΩ(C)
,
(70)
e
0
where Ω(C) is the solid angle encircled by C. Note the
initial density matrix of the ancilla is


1
1
i tanh βR
.
ρ̃(0) = (1 − tanh βRσ2 ) =
−i tanh βR
1
2
(71)
Applying Eqs. (60) and (61), the generalized Berry phase
is
π
θG = arg(− sin Ω tanh βR) = [1 + sgn (sin Ω)] (72)
2

D.

Experimental implications

While purified states of a two-level system incorporating environmental effects have been simulated on the
IBM quantum platform [34], thermal vacua of the transverse Ising model has been experimentally realized on
an ion-trap quantum computer by the quantum approximate optimization algorithm [54]. Moreover, partial
transposition of a composite system has been approximately realized on quantum computers with various
numbers of qubits [42–44]. Therefore, a comparison of
the geometric effects reflected by the generalizations of
the Berry phase of purified states or thermal vacua is expected to be achievable in future experiments on quantum computers or quantum simulators.
For example, one may consider two identical composite
quantum systems of the last example of the generalized
Berry phase and then apply a partial transposition to one
of the composite systems. As a consequence, the composite system with a partial transposition corresponds to a
purified state while the one without partial transposition
may be viewed as a thermal vacuum. By applying parallel transport that involves the ancilla to both composite
systems and extract their generalized Berry phase after
a cycle, a π-phase difference is expected between the two
composite systems. Given the large phase difference (π)
between them after a cycle, the result is robust against
small perturbations and offers another demonstration of
geometrical protection of information.
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VI.

CONCLUSION

The two pure-state representations of mixed states
via purified states or thermal vacua have been developed in different branches of physics. Their difference
lies in a partial transposition of the ancilla, which has
its origin in the Hilbert-Schmidt product for purified
states. By constructing analogues of adiabatic processes
of pure states, the thermal Berry phase has been constructed and shown to differentiate a purified state from
a thermal vacuum. However, the thermal Berry phase
may include non-geometrical information. The generalized Berry phase is then constructed by generalizing
the parallel-transport conditions to properly include the
system and ancilla, and only geometrical contributions
are included. Depending on the protocol and setup, the
generalized Berry phase may also differentiate a purified
state from a thermal vacuum. Future demonstrations of

θG = arg

the interplay between geometric effects and partial transposition of mixed-state representations on quantum computers or simulators will advance our understanding of
quantum systems at finite temperatures.
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Appendix A: Some Derivations

A derivation of Eq. (57) is outlined here:

Xp
λn (0)λm (0)hn(0)|U1 (τ )|m(0)ihm̃(0)|Ũ2 (τ )|ñ(0)i
nm

= arg

X
nm

p
p
hn(0)| ρ(0)U1 (τ ) ρ(0)|m(0)ihm̃(0)|Ũ2 (τ )|ñ(0)i

hp
i
p
ρ(0)U1 (τ ) ρ(0)Ũ2 (τ ) .

= arg Tr

where we have applied n = ñ and m = m̃. Note there is
no need to distinguish the system and ancilla since the

θG = arg

(A1)

trace in the last line can be evaluated in either space, and
we accordingly omit the subscript “1” or “2”. Similarly,
Eq. (58) is evaluated as follows.

Xp
λn (0)λm (0)hn(0)|U1 (τ )|m(0)ihñ(0)|Ũ2T (τ )|m̃(0)i
nm

= arg

X
nm

= arg Tr

p
p
hn(0)|U1 (τ )|m(0)ihñ(0)| ρ̃(0)Ũ2T (τ ) ρ̃(0)|m̃(0)i

i
hp
p
T
T
ρ̃(0) U1 (τ ) ρ̃(0) Ũ2 (τ ) .

Appendix B: More details of thermal Berry phase of
two-level systems

The density matrix of the two-level system in thermal
equilibrium in the example in the main text can be expressed as
ρx =

1
(1 − tanh(βR)n · σ)
2

(A2)

the so-called Bloch ball. The pure states correspond
to the boundary of the Bloch ball, which is the Bloch
sphere [58]. Note any density matrix physically equivalent to ρx can be obtained by performing a unitary transformation on ρx : U ρx U † . If we set U = √12 (1 − iσ · a),
it can be shown that

(B1)

with λ± = 21 (1 ∓ tanh(βR)). Here x = − tanh(βR)n is
the characteristic vector of ρx . Thus, the space of all
mixed states may be represented by x as a unit ball,

U ρx U † = ρx′ = ρ(x·a)a+x×a.

(B2)
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Moreover, |x′ | = |(x · a)a + x × a| = |x|. Thus, all mixed
states equivalent to ρx form a spherical shell of radius
|x| = λ+ − λ− =

θT B + 4πλ−
Ω(C)

(B3)

inside the Bloch ball. That means all mixed states belonging to the same equivalence class have the same thermal Berry phase if the temperature and the loop in the
parameter space are both specified.

which is stronger than Eq. (47) since it is a matrix equation with N × N entries. We emphasize that this may
introduce a nonunitary transformation since Trρ = 1 is
no longer preserved [24], making it totally different from
the theory of interferometric phase and the formalism we
discussed so far. By taking the trace of both sides of Eq.
(C1) and applying Eq. (14), we get a weaker paralleltransport condition
hẆ (t)|W (t)i = hW (t)|Ẇ (t)i.

(C2)

Appendix C: More discussions of Uhlmann process

(C1)

This means if both sides are real, we return to the condition (49). Note the norm of |W (t)i is not conserved under
nonunitary transformations. Consequently, the weaker
condition is not equivalent to Eq. (40). In previous simulations of the Uhlmann phase [34], it is feasible to use
a composite system to realize the state |W (t)i instead of
the matrix W (t). Therefore, the weakened condition (49)
is actually applied instead of Eq. (C1) [34, 49]. Nevertheless, we have shown that the parallel-transport conditions for the interferometric phase, the Uhlmann phase,
and the generalized Berry phase can be unified via a single identity (49).
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